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S1 a g-cat Diladvant 
wi it is for Me- to. 


able and learned 
man 2s your __ 
MEE== bcing your, not 

——_ cho ; 

- == really way the cau! 
4 made Me defire 

hear ſome learned man argue My Oplnior 
yew» of whoſe Abilities I m rig mane ; 
I ſhould not be led into 8n Errour- for 
having all which could be ſaid-layed layed open 
Me : For indeed, My humour is fuch, I 
ill al for that ſide; which 1 jos 
for the wealknefle of thoſe. 
wayes thinking that 
the baileace on the 
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Then kaow thar from My Infancie T was bleft 


k the King my Fathers Love. which, I thank 
bd, was an unviluable happiacfle ro Me. all bis Bi 
ayes 2nd among all his Cares for my Educati- Fc. 
his chief was, to ſettle Me right in Religion ; m3 
the rrue Knowledge of which, he m1de him- F 4. 
f fo eminent to +1] the World. thar- T+mfure ff ., 
dpe can call in qu-ſtion the brighrneffe of his F 4 
ame in that particular; without thewing their | F -p, 
ignorant b ſe Malice He it wan who laid in \ v4 
e the Grounds ot Uhrittianitie. which to this YI gn 
y I have be n conttant in; fo that whether che per 
prebinefſe of My Inttruftour be conſidered: or t 
not fe, vears that T have been ferled in My . 
iciples 3 it ought to be no ftrange thing- If it [4 
found no eafie work, to mike me alter them; YN 4, 
che rat her. that hichzreo. 1 have (a2ecniding ff for 
$. Pauls rule. Rom 14.22.) ben happ» ir net "ys 
emming my ſelfs in that thing which I allow? ff yer 
having (ſhewed you how it remains. cotell JF gg, 
du what, I believe + in relation to theſe preſent F tha 
erable Diftraftions. to 1 
No one thing made me more reverence the Re. Þ jo 
ation of M+« Mother, the Church ot Engtind: ÞÞ kn; 
a chat ir ws d ne (according to the A oftes of « 
ef-nce- AG 24.18 ) neither with multitude, nor | x; 
Ih 1mult- tt \.gelly and orderivs ind by Y oi, 
whom [ conceive to have onely there- If jþ.41 
ming »ower z which with many orher Induce- F ger 
nts mide me alwayes confident that the work IF (1.41 
-verv perfeſt » as to Ef ntialsz Of which Þ.,,, 
Church government being undoubredly F wh; 

, I pur no qucſtion but rhat would hav: been 

ewif, alrered if there had been cauſe 5 which 

nien of Mine, was ſoon turned into, more 
a confidence, when I perceived, that in IE 


bis particular (as I mutt (ay of all che reſt) we 
gained nothing but accecding 45 it was deduced 
the Apoſtl-s ro be the conftant-uni 
tom of the Primitive Church , and chat it 
8 of ſuch conſequence, as by the alteration of 
, we ſhould deprive our ſelyes of + lawfull 
hood, and then) bow the Sacraments c 
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duly adminiſtered, is cafie to judges Theſc x1 
the principal Rezſons which make Me believer 
Biſhops re neceſſary for « Church. and, I <> 
ſufficient for Me (if I had no more) not to 
my conlent for their Expulfion out of Engl 
bur I have another Obligations thar, to 
cular, is ano lefle Tie of Conſcience 3 whit 
My Coronetion Oath : Now if (#s S. Paxl (air 
Rom 14-22.) He that doubreth is damned f be 
whit can I expet it I thould not onely give 
knowingly to my Peoplrs finning} but likewiſe 
perjured my ſelf } 

Now contider + ught 1 not to keep my ſelf 

eſumpruous fins 4 3nd you know who” lay 
What doth 11 profit a many thouyh br ſhould 
the whole World, and loſe bis ow.: Soulf Wh 
fore wy conttant waintsinance 04 Epiſcopacte 
Erglard (where there was never any orher G 
yern - cnt ſizce Chrittianicie was in this Kir 
dow, Me thinks; ſhould be rather commenc 
than wondered at ; My Conſcience —_—_ | 
to maintain the Laws of the Land , Which b 
ing onely My endeavours #t this rime- 1 defirzl 
know of you- what warrant rhere is in the WW 
of Goas fr Subjctts 10 endeatour ro forces 
Kings Co. cit: ce ? or to make bim alter Laws 
garf be +44 It this be not My prefent caſe 
thall beg +d to be wittakenz or if My Jud 
ment in R: ligion hath bren miſled all this rime 
ſhall be wi'ling © bc. berrer dircRted : till w 
you mutt «:xcvic M co bg conftart ro the Grour 
Which the Ki .g my) Failer taught Me. 


Ce.. 


» Wew-caſile, 
May 29. 1646» 
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SI 
I. ka is your Myjeftics ropal goodnefſe-and not 
my merit » that hath made your Majcftieto 
pnecive any opinion of my abilicies ; which 
rere they worthy of the Imslleft reftimonie from 
pur M1jeftle ) ought in all duty to be improved 
your Majeftics ſarisfaftion. And this I in- 
gended in my coming here at this time , by a free 
vet modeſt cxprefſion of the true motives and in- 
ducements which drew my mind to the diſlike of 
piſcopal Government » wherein I was bred in I; 
younger years at the Univerſitic. Like as1 
did - that it was not your Majefties B;-._- 
plc to have the Queſtion difputed by Divines F;, 
both (ſides 3 which 1 would never ( to the 
wronging of the cauſe) have umerraken alone 3 
id which ſcldom or never hath proved an e&f- 
Ru way: for finding of truth , or moving the 
inds of Men to relinquiſh their former Tenents 
ws res cranfit a judicio in affection ; witncle the 
plemicks between the Papifts and us» and #- 
g our ſelves , about the marrer now in hand 
ſt many years paſt. 
"2. Sir - When I conſider your Majcftics educt- 


urder the hands of ſuch 2 Father.the length 


eime wherein your Maj:fty hath becn ſetled in 
rP inches of Church-Government ; the Ar- 
wu: bs ich have continually in private and F 
blick - eſpecially ef late ar Oxford » filled your 
Mijeſtices cars for the Diyine righe thereof , 
zronation Oath; and divers State-reaſons which 
ut Majeſtic doth not mention : IT 'do not wogs 
ry nor think it any range thing » that your M#- 
tie hath nor at firſt given place ro a eontrar 
fl I remembe that the fawous Fo« 
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Picus Miranduls proveth by irrefragable Rea 
(which no rational man will contradict) That r 
an bach ſo much power over his own undef 
andings as to make himſelf believe what he w 
eo think that to be true which his reaſon rellet 
tim is falſez much lefle is ir poſſible for any x 
t have his reaſon commanded by the will > or 
he pleaſure of morher. 
2- It is2 true ſaying of the School-men » Folu 
us 19pevra; mielleftin quoad exercitiiom) 1,09 quo 
«cificationem, Mine own will, or the will or an+ 
ther may command me to think upon a matter 
but no will or command can conſtrain we rod 
min otherwiſe than my reaſon rcach:th m 
Yer Sir » I hope your Majeftie will acknowledge 
{for your Paper prefeſſerh no lefle) that according 
pthe ſaying of Ambroſe » Non eft pudor ad 
Fora trenfire> It is neither fin nor ſhame to chang 
d the betrer : Symmachis in one of his Epiitics 
(1chink co the Emperour Th. odofi:es and Ate 
?njen) alled geth all thoſe morives » from cduc 
ion» from preſcription of time, from worldly pr 
ſperity » and the flouriſhing condition of the Ro 
wan Empire, and from the Laws of the Land » e 
perſwade them to conftancie in the ancient Pagan 
dteſsion of the Romans - aganit the imbraci 
vf the Chriſtian Faith. The like reaſons we 
led by the Jews for Moſes againit Chrift ; an 
ay be uſed both foy Popery & for the Papacy il 
ſelf, againſt the Reforwation of Religion'ar 
burch- C——_ z and therefore can bave ne 
dre firengrh againft a Change now , than tt 
d in former t 
$- But your Majcftie may perhaps ſay, That t 
i petirie princip:: » and nothing elſe bur the beg 
of the Duettion ; and I confefſe it were ( 
can be no Reaſons brovghe for 8 Refor 
tion or Change 3 your Majetty reverenccs t 
formation of the Church of England, as bein 
one legally and orderly » and by thoſe who | 
he Reforming Power: and I do nor deny» bu 
were to be wither > chat Religion where there 
were aiwayes ietormed in that manners 
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by ſuch power , and chat it were not committed] 
to the Prelats + who have grearett need to be re 
formed themſelves , not Icft ro the mulrirude 
whom God Rirreth up when Princes are neglidpole 
ent: Thus did Jacob reform his own F amilyying 
oſes deftroyed the golden Calf, the good Kings. T 
Fudah reformed the Church in their rime : but{bich 
thar ſuch Reformation hath been perfeR , I can-he 
not ad mit. Az took awiy Idolatries but his Re» 
prmation was not perfect ;, for Fehoſaphbat reme 
yed the bigh Pl:ces. yr was not his Reformation 
et > for it ws Hexebieb that brak the brafe 
wrpent , and Fofiah diitroyed the Idol-Tem 
who therefore bc1: th +hj-. Elogie 4 That like 
im there was nw» King before him. It is too 
nown that che Ret rmirionrof K. Hen $ was 
dſt imperfect in ch- Efiintials of Doctrine, Wot- 
and Governments And although it proceed- 
i by ſome degrees atrerward + yet the Govern» 
t was never reforn.ed , the head was changed 
min nn Dominuen ; and the whol: limbs of 
Anti-Conriftien Hi” archy retained» upon what 
mares 2nd ': . ptations of Avorice und Ambition, 
e great En-hantcrs of the Clergy. I need no@tx- 
effe. It was 2 hard ſaying of Romeanorum Mak 
Grefled of Lincoln + Tha: K<tio wition was &h 
pt ro be (xpecced - nfl in ore gledui craentandl 2 
X this I may Coy, that che Leaodiceen luke Warm» 
Te of Reformation here hath been wacter of 
dninued complaints to many of the Godlyin 
Kingdom , occaſion of more ſchiſm and ſept 
QI an ever was heard of in any 
hurch z and of unſpeakable grief and ſorrow to 
her Churches which God did bleffe with gre 
purity of Reformacion. The glory of this 
teat work we yy is reſerved for your Majcttis 
to your comfort and everlaſting fame the ie 
godly Fof<h may be made yqurs ; which 
aiſe to your Koy1l Farher »ot 
wara 6- or any other religious Princes 
u z none of them having ſo fair 8n opporrunie 
is now oy ovidence put into 
foul Weabicth 50 i 


| - Firſt Paper, 
tell to foreſee » whot may be the event , if this © 
e te nitie be neelecred. 1 will neither uſe 
ds of Mordecai Efs. 4 14. nor what Scus- 
gil ola 00 another Charls becuiſe I hope berrer 
| gs from your Maj: tie. 
Inge. To the Argument brought by your Mijeftie 
butÞibich 1 believe none of your Docrours, had 
20- Sm all bout you » could more bricfly and yet fo-. 
Ke. Wly and ftrongly have exprefied ) Thas notbing 
no-the reramned i this Church but according as it was + 
10n {duce from the Apoſtles tothe conflant wmuvers © 
nr tice of the Primitive Church: and thats: 
of [ch conſequence » as by the alteration of is » 
* ſhould deprive ow (+l ues of the lawfulneffe of * 
«ft hyod ( 1 think your Majeitic means a Jawfull 
iftry) and thin how the Sacraments can be ads - 
1 fteved, is ca fie to judge. 1 bumbly offer theſe > 
iderimions: Firtt what was nor inthe times 
be Apoſtles . c:mnot be deduced from them 2: 
ſay in Scotland , 1t cannot be brought , but - 
is not the ben, bur (not to infift now in @ 
be"gy + and thi gs of char kind) there was ng © ) 
6 Hierarchy » no ſuch difference berwixrt a Bl» 
and a Presbyter in the times of the Apoſtles 
th:refcre it cannot thence be deduced 3 for T 
iceive it co be as clear a+ if ir were wrirtery 
h 8 ſun. bean . char Presbyter and Bitbopare.. 
the Apoſties one and the ſ«me thing + no majo« "i 
| no incquality or difference of office» power » 
degree berwixt the one and rhe other» but s 
' ay + in all. 2- That the Apottles in- 
ing to fet down the Offices and Officers of : 
Church, and (peaking ſo often of them and of + 
ifrs and duties » a:d char + not upon Occ» 
ut of ſet purpoſe , do ncirher cxprefie nos-” 
any ſuch Paſtor or Bithop «ss hath power- 
x other Paftours- although it be trucy char they - 
diſtinctly and parricularly expreft the cfice, 
and duries of the Officers , fuch xs Deacong. - 
Thar in the Miniftery of the New Teftamene - 
is a comcly: beautifull,znd divine order and -. 
wdinarion ; one Kind of Miniſters both or- 
xdigary being. placed in | 
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dignitie one before another » as the Apoſtles Wee. * 
firſt the Evangelifts.Paftors,DoRors @&*c in thei Wſtic 
own ranks ; but we cannot find in Offices of the Wd c| 
Same kind- that one hath m3 joritic of power , of 

prity of degree before another:no Apoſtle aboye 

pther Apoftles(unlefle in moral reſpeRts)no Evan- 
lift *bove-other Evangelifts: of D:acon above 
other Deacontwhy then 2 Paftor above other Px. 
Rors? In all other forts of Miniſters ordinarie and 
ordinarie 2 parity in their own kind,onely in | 
office of Paſtor an inequalitie. 4. That the whole 
wer and 311 che parts'of the Miniftry,which are 
pmmonly called the power of order and jrriſdiftis 
by $ Apoſtles declared to be common to the 

Precbyrerand Biſbop: And that ACez.1 5.1 6,17. th 

dation in mztter of Diſcipline or Church-cens 
res-is from one,to tworor more: & if he (hall as 

K chem; tell it ro the Church: he ſrith notzrell be 
the Biſhop, rhere is no place left to a retrogre- 
tion from mere to one» were he never ſo emin« 
If theſe conſiderations doe nor ſatisfie » your 

the may have morezor þ ſame further cleared. 

3. Secondly-I do humbly ddire Your Majeftie to 
ake notice of the fallacy of chat Argument » from 
the praftice of the Primitive Church,and che unk- 
wal conſent of Fathers. Ir is the Argument of 
the Papifts for ſuch traditions 2s no Orthodox Di- 
ne will ad mit. The Law & Teftimonie muſt be 
he Rule. -We can have no certain knowledge of 
he practice univerſs! of $ Church for many years, 
Eaſcbine the prime Aiftorian confeſlerh ſo much, 
The learned Foſephres $caligey teftifierh, thar from 
he'end of the AH;of the Apofties until a good 
after , no certainty can be had from Ecclefiq- 
Ric Authors about Church matters. It is tru 

Dio'y:phes ſought the preeminence in the Apoſties 
ies, and the myftery of iniquitie did then begin 
> work: and no doubt in afcer-times ſome puffed 

» with Ambition , and others overtaken with & c 

neffe, endexvoured alceration of Church-Go- 
ent 3 bur that all che learned and godly of 
times conſented to ſuch a change as is talks 


akerwardy will never bg proved. 
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E. Thirdly , I will never think that your Ma- 
Ric will denie the lawfulneſſe of a Minifteryy 
| che due #dminiftration of "rhe Sacraments 
Reformed Churches: which have no Dioceſan 
ſhops; ſith it is not onely manifeft by Scriptures 
2 great many of the ftrongeft Champions far 
iſcopacy » do confeſſe, that Presbyrers may 
dain other Presbyrers , and that Bapriſm admile 
tered by a private perſon » wanting # public 
wWling, or by a Midwife: and by a Preſbyrer » ab 
; ph not ordained by a Biſhop , are not one anc 
2me cms. 1 
7. Concerning the other Argument taken fros 
bor pps en_ Gam, 108 te» that 
oth in the taking and Keeping of an Oath (io 
Letink ile, and ſo blob a poin dy | 
jon) much tenderneſſy; is required : end 
bm us » Who defire to obſerye our ow 
dach » to prefſe Your Majet a the 1 
Yours. Yet Sir , I will cray$ 
nblenefſe and fincerity to Inge 
eyes els 00 ns (whit zhi 
require a larger diſcourſe) that þ "1 
mane Authority can diſpenſe wich an Om 
Religio jur amenti pertinet ad forzm Diviniins 
in ſome caſes it cannot be denied but che oblif 
tion of an Oath ceaſeth : As when we wear 
mge and obedience to our Lord and Superic 
who afterwards ceaſerh to be our Lord and $ 
periour , for then the formal cauſe of the C h' 
en away, and cherefore the obligation - Sublai 
terſe tollitur eff. tus 3, ſublato relavo; tollitint E 
tw. Or when any Oath hath a ſpecial i 
ference to the benefit of thoſe to whom IT malke 
promiſe , if we have their defire or conſent » 
obligation ceaſeth ; becauſe. all ſuch Oaths fro 
the nature of the thing » do include « condiric 
When the Parliaments of both » hawl 
covenanced for the aboliſhing or alcering of 
Law, Your Msjefties Oath dath not bind You, 
Your Conſcience to the obſerving of it 3 othel 
iſe no Laws could be ab egiſlar 
Powe Thig I conceiye hack been the grows 
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removing E; iſcopal Government in Scotland, 
f of removing the Bilhops out of the Parlia. 
rof England And 1 3flure my (elf, that Your WÞ&F+ 
meſtic did not inrend at the raking of Your 
Bach » that although both Houfes of Parlizment A. 
bould find an alteration neceſſary + although 
wich God Almighty avert ) You ſhould lote 
our Self, and Your Pofterity + 1nd Crown, that 
ou woujd never conſent to the abolithing of 
h a Law Tf Your Maj-ftie fill obzectsthat the B— 
r of the Oath is neceflary and immurtible 
doth not belong to this , bur co the former 
pumnent, 
S. 1 have bur one word more concerning Your 
tie to Your Royal Father. and reacher of h\ppy 
orice » wich which Your M :icftic does con- 
le. Your Majeſty knows that King Fame ne- 
admicred Epilcopacy upon Divine Rights 
His Mv1efty did ſwerr and ſubſcribe co rhe 
ine- Worſhip + 424 D ſcipline of the Church 
tland ; chit in the Pr face of rhe latrer Edie 
y of Pefilicoy Doron - His MHeſty gives an bo- 
ble cefiimony to thoſe rhat loved berrer rhe 
city of che Gofpel, than the pomp und Cere- 
& of the Church of England , and thirt he 
ived the Prelats ro f.vour of the Prpifh 
hy , and that (could his Ghoft now ſrene 
our Majetty ) He would not ad vite your Ma- 
to run ſuch hazards for thoſe Men who will 
rather to pull down your Thi one with chejr 
þ ruin; than that cbey periſh slone. The Lord 
your Majefty 3 wile and dilccraing Spitir to 
& that in time which iz right. 


June 3. 1645, 
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FOR 
Vir, ALEX. HENDERSON, 


A Reply to his Anſwer to my 
Firſt Paper » June 6. 
1646. 
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His Majeſties ſecond Paper. 


Mr. Henderſon» | 
F it h1d bcen the Honour of the cauſe which 
| looked afrer . I would not have undertaken to 
tPen to Paper , or Gngly to have mair 
bis Arg1ment againf you (whoſe Anſwer tes 
mer Paper is ſufficient + withaur ocher pro 
p juftifiz my opinion of your +bilitie-) bur - 
ing meerly (38 you know) for my particular 
faftion, I affureg#u that « Diſpurs-ion of well 
hoſen Divines . would be moſt «ffeRual z and 
lieve you cannot bs grant 9. thar I muſt 
ow- how my (elf miy b beft ſarisfied. for c 
ly my rafte camo! be guided by  anothers 
n+ Pilare ©. and inde:d I will fay » har when 


ome* / a5 ir mu) ro Probarions, 1 muſt have 


t Perſons Of Books to Clear the Allegations + £ 
will be {impoſſible ro give me (atiefaftion : 

. ſeeing of which. made me at firſt (for the 
ing of Time) deſire that ſome of thoſe Divir 
vich 1 gave you in 2 Liſts might be ſenr for 
2. Concerning your ſecond Seftion , I 

ch 100 blame + if T1 (hould nor ſubmit to 

1g of $. Ambreſe which you mention » for 
puld be unwilling to be found lefſe ingenuc 

vou (bew your ſelf ro be in the former ps 
it ; wherefore "oy K-ply is, that 2s I hall nc 
aſh1med ro change for rhe berter » fo T mu 

it is better betore 1 change + otherwiſe ince 
acie in this were borh. fin and ſhame , and r 

dx (what your ſelf hath | T 
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that no Wars Reaſon can be commanded by anet 

' 00ans wil. 

- $- Your third begins bur I cannot ſaythark 
gory on » with that Ingenuity » which the othe 
- did ; for I doe not underftand, how rhoſe Exa 
ples cited our of the Old Teftament do any wy 
prove rhat the way of Reformation » which I cc 
mend, bath not bcen the moſt perfeR; or, that ant 
other is lawfull, choſe having been al' by that” 
Regal Authoritie ; and becauſe Henry the Eight 
Reformasion was not perfeft, will it prove that c 


K. Edward and Q. El:ſaberh to: be unperſe&2 i"? 


believe a new wood and fFgrrre mult be found our 
to form as Syllogiſms > whereby to prove that: but 
| ever , you are miftaken ; for, no man who. 
frrucly underftands the Engliſh Reformation ; wil; 
derive it from Henry phe Eig4ch;for he onely gave 
"the occaſion , it was his Son who began , and 
. El;ſabeth that ed ir; nor did I ever 
aver , that the beginning of any Humane Action 
i ok no more than, you can prove that 
God hath ever given approb to Mulittudes to 
thr Neg /igerce of Princes: For: you knowy 
is much diffc'ence between Permiſſion» and © 
obation * Bur all chis time, T find no Reaſon 
according to your Promiſe) for * Reformation 
or Change (1 men ſince Q. Eliſaberhs time.) As 
gor your Romanorum Ma'l-w his frying ; it is 
fell you come off it- with, yet rhis I may ſay y for 
ſeems to imply » as if your neither ought wer © 
yould juftific that /Þudy wngedly ſaying: nnd fory 
your compiring our Reformation here to 'he Lao- 
icean Inke-warm fe, proved by Complainth 
fievings: tc. ali that doth , and bur unhand- 
pely, Pegere principium 3 nor can Genrals ſatifs 
He me; for- you mutt firft prove » that thoſe men 
had reaſon re complain + thioſe Churches ro be þ 
Gri ved: and how we were trucly the Cauſers of 
his Schiſm and ſeporation: as for rhoſe words 
which you wilt not uſe, 1 will not anſwer. x 
» 4. Here indeed you truly repeat the firft of wy | 


wo main Arguments z but by your favour » you th 


6 (44 I conceive) a wrong way tO copyince Wes 


Second P apry. 7] , 


I muſt make good the Affirmative » for I be- 
ea I egative cannot be proved; In ſtead of * 
h, it you had mide appear the Praftice of the 
yterian Government in the Primitive timery 
had done much ; for I doe aver; thatthis Go- 
ment was never Practiſed before Calran's 
z the Afermative of which , I leave you to 
pye ; My ta{k-b:ing to thew the Lawſulnefſe.and 
er ſſron of Epiſcopacy-and-23 I believe-the neceſn- 
Hof ir: For doing whereof, I muft have ſuch 
poks as I ſhall call for z which poffibly upon 
ruſi!, may: one way or other , give me ſirisfacth- 
z bur I cannpt abſolurely promiſe it » without 
Afiitanceof ſome learned Man , whom I can 
Wt, co find out all ſuch Citations , as I have uſe 
WM: wherefore blame me not » if tive be unneceſ» 
Wily loſer. | 
#5 Now forthe f:llaciouſneſſe of my Argument 
my knowledge) it was never wy praitzce » nor 
I confefſe to bave b gun now; For if the 
Rice of the Primitive Church, and the wnver- 
"of the Fathers be not 2 convincing Ay- 
tration of Scripture is 
befull, I know ng ; For , if this be nots 
mn of neceſ11ty the Interpretation of private Spi» 
#; muſt be admicred: the which contradicts 
eter, 2-Pee.1.20. is the Mother of all S:(s, and 
ill (if not prevented) bring theſe Kingdoms int 
fuſion : And to ſay. that an Argument is ill, be- Þ 
ſe the + \ uſe ics or, that ſuch a thing is 
fory pod, becauſe it is the Cuftom of ſome of the Re- 
20. Bed Churches * cannot weigh wich me » untill 
= prove; theſe to be infaPible : of that ro main» 32 
4. $2 26 Truth; And how Diocrephes «mbition'who 
cif} FEcttly oppoſed the Apoſtle S. Fobn)can bean Ars 
wen (went againſt Epiſcopacy » I doc not undertand, 
"be ,& When 1 am made a Fudge over the Reformed J 
. of F*7chev ther» and not before, will I cenſure their F 
ds $4 Fions : a8 you muft prove » before I confeflle ity 
= Wat Pre:byters withons « Biſhop » 149 lawfully or- 
my | in othey Prehyters: And as for the Adminifcs- | 
08 $292 Of Bapriſm as I think none will (ay » a 
0928 gp lawfully > or Duly aqmjalter {2 
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though when doncy it be valid : fo none ou 
doe it » but a lawfull Prezbyter £ whom you! 
not deny, but to be abſolutely neceflary fo 
Sacrament of the Encharift. 
7 You make a learned ſuccin& diſcourſe 
Oaths in .general , and their ſeveral Obligats 
to which 1 fully agree : intending) in th: partial 
lat now in queftion « ro beguided by your « 
Rule, whic!: is, when any Oath bath a ſpec] 
Ference to the Benefit of theſe to whom 1 make 
Promiſe. if we have their defiire » or con(ere » the 
bligarion ceaſeth Now, it mutt be & nowr»to 
this Oath hath refecence:3nd to whoſe B  nefrt 
Anſwer is <l-ar- onely to the Church of Engla 
as by rth« Record will be plainly made at pe”: 
you much «.1(take in 3lleaging chat the rwo H 
of Parliament (eſp:c1ally as they zre now conf 
tured )can have this Dijobligatory Power: for: (t 
fides that they ire not ped in it)T am confide 
to make it clear'y zppear to yuu » that this Chu 
never did ſubgit ., nor w.+ fubordinate to th 
and that it was or» Iy- the King and Cleygy » wh 
made the Reformation , the Parliame:t meerly fe 
ving to help to give the Ciwil >anftion 7 all th 
being proved (of which 1 make no queſtion) 
muft neceflarily follow. that ir is onely the C5: 
Eng/and (in whoſe fayour 1 rook this Oatt 
ac can releaſe me from jt + wherefore when tþ 
Church of England(bcing lswfully Aſſembled) ſbe 
| declare that T am free: than» and not before » 
ſhall eftcem my ſelf ſo. 
» $. Toyourlaſt-concerning the King my Fat 
_ of hapoyic 3nd famous Memorice both tor bis P 
and Learning: 1 muſt tell youw-rbac 1 had the hay 
'pinefſe , to know him much perter than you 
wherefore I dcfire you + not to be too confide 
In the knowleder of bi- Ovinions: For- Id 
Jay: ſhould bi. Gh-f now (peak he would te 
that 3 Blowdy Reforma'10: was never Ia 
11, as nor warrant d by Goas word 3 and & 
_ Preces & lack jme ſunt Arma Ecclefe 
© 9 To conclude, having replied to all your P 
\Þ4} I cannot but obſerve to you 2 that you © 
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me no Anſwer to my laſt Þuers: it may be 
e (as Chaucer ſaves) like the People of Eng- 
what they not like » they newr underſtand: 
cainctt that 2neftion is ſo pertinent t1 the 
ple in hand that it will much ſerve for my 
ation : and buflides it may be uſcfull for 
r things. 
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= ſmallcr the encouragements be» in re 
to the fuccefle, (which how ſmall th 
your Majefty well knows : ) the more appat 
and, I hope; the more acceprable will my of 
ence be, in.thar which in 4/1 humility I now 
bout at Mijeftics Command : yer wh 
conſider; thatthe way of man is not in hir 
nor is it ig-man thi walketh » co direct big 
Reps z ari@ when I remember how many (upy 
tions, with ftrong crying and tears, have bee 
ly and in ſecret offercd up in your Ms} 
Febair, unto God that keereth prayer, I ba 
reaſon to deſpaire of blefſed fuceeſſe. 

1. I have been averſe, from a diſputation of 
vines » 1- For ſyving of time , which the Pre 
txigence and cxtremity of affairs, wake moret 
vedinarily pretious z W kilc Archusedes at $ 
euſe was _—— his Figures and Circling 
the ſand, Marcel/y; interrupted his &cmonfira 
2. Becauſe the common reſult of Diſputes of 
kind, anſwerable to the prejudicate opliriiot 
the Parties, is rather Viory then Verity 3 
$arguan tentetrivi DijaleFicg they Rudy mo 
overcome their adverſe Party » than to be 
come of Truth»alchough chis be che moſt glork 

3. When I was commanded ted 


E ViRory. 
bicher , no ſuch thing qd x5 to me,nor; 

& Red by me. I never j ſo meanly of 

| Gnule noc fo bighly of my (z1fy a5 to yenrus 
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ſuch weaknefſe. Much more might be ſpo- 
*IÞ this purpoſe; bur [ forbear 
a will not further trouble your Majefty with 
thich is contained in the ſecond Seftions 
p that your M1jefy will no more infift up- 
ation, preſcription of Time, 8c. which are 
ent to prevent Admiration;bur (which your 
ty acknowledges) muſt give place to Rex- 
and are no ſure ground of refolution of our 
jin any point to be belicved : although it be 
that the moſt part of men itzake theſe and 
Ike-to be the ground and rule of their Faich: 
vidence » that their Faith is not a Divine 
but an humane Credulity. 
Concerning Reforma:ion of Religion in the 
Seftion ; 1 had need of a Preface to fo thor- . 
heams as your Majefty hath broughe me 
z 1. For the Reforming power; it is concei- 
when « Genera) defchtion » like 's deluges 
covered the whole face of the Church, ſo 
ſcarcely the tops of, the Mountains do ap- 
a Genersl Gouncel is neceſſary , but , be- 
hat can hardly be obrained) ſeveral rp 4 
(which on ar therime of 
mation) re to reform rhemſelyes z and 
by the Authority of rheir Prince, and 
2. _ Neg or ſupreme Ma tre 
the why wm Mag 


ES in 
Cn 


they may » af i 
Publick Refor & al other 


mma p this Doctrine , conceive oe 
gens ic _ Bur: Szy- were T 
our 


advice to ety, orco the 
an preme Powers on Earth, Rath, - my humble 


EE SR, 

, [0] mea, 

oy ded top obanngt on 

of King and Pines yn In this kind, 
of Land Jef marr» 
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© will eaſily be reftored co your lelf or your Po MF! 
” riry»fora long tiwe. Ir is not denied but the prod 16 
| Reforming po«er is in Kings 3nd Princes . 6þ in th! 
bus - gef ci ntibus » it cones to the inferior Ft ofth 
ifirace - Dutbrs Defcientibus + it deſcendertge que 
the Body of tbe People ; ſuppoſing that there fon of 
neceflity of Refoi mation- and chat by no meant © 
can be obrained of their Suveriors. It is erue cement 
ſuch * Reformations is more imperfect;in reſp wer 
of the Inftruments: and manner of Procedure ; pops i! 
for the mot p*re- more pure and perfece in refConfi 
tion to theeffecr and product And for this egand 
did I cite the Ex+gles of 01d of Reformation & fe'4 
Regal Auth 2 dF Which none was perfect) 
; the ſecond > tion» +xcepr that of F 
fab OConcorni Aying ot Greftead » what! 
the Cardinals at Rome confeft ro be 8 wo 
Godly mans thin any of thanſelves; it was 
Cemplaint- and Prediction of what «2x likely 
enſue+ not bis defire- or Election. if Reformar 
could hve been obtained, in the ordinary . «ay. 
might bring ewo unparti +} Witneſſes: Few! ar 
Bilſon. borb famous Eng ith Biſhops , io pre 
thac che rumulrs 3nd troubles raiſed” in Scorl[anpture 
& che crime of R-formationz er. to be im pured 
the Papilrs opp ſing of the R-tormarion, both « 
| rincand Diſcipline « as an Hereric2] Inn 
vpn; and not to be +{cribed to rhe Nobility, gp#*" 
wifo unde” God were the Inftrumont ſe | 
$ —_— and (.cking nothing bur the p 
ag out of Errour « and fetling of the T 
8. ing the R eformarion of the Church e 
land I conceiv-+ whether it was begun 
"not, 1» K Henry che $. time 4 it w2+ not finiike 
E iſabeth: tbe Farber fticred the Hume 
the diſ:wſed Church ; bus neicher rhe 
pr che Daughter (aichougb we b+ve grent re 
to bleſs God for both )did purge "hen out pe 
fecely : This Perfection i» vet refe-ved for ye 
Maheſty + Where jc is faid 3 rþ48 a! rhis Ie 
Gring ne Rrefory . for = fercher Charge 5 
Fourth Secion of mv lat Pero hach many bY 
alc Coverarnn(y 
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fer of more, or clearing of thoſe. z which 
Mjeſty hath not thought fit to rake notice 
d learned men + hive obſerved many D& 
in chat Reformation : As that the Go 
»r Ne of the Church of Erglend, (for about thi 
lerthe queſtion now jis not builded upon the fe 
-re fon of Chritt and the Apoftles ; which th 
canſfaft cannor deny + who profeſſe Church-Gou 
;e ment to be Mutzble and Ambulatory z and 
eſeh were the greater part of Archbiſhops and 
re ; $ops in England 3 contenting themſelves with 
1 refConirutions of the Church, and the Autho- 
s and Muniticence of Princes+ till of lare- that 
loa & few have pleaded it to be Fure Divine 
*t» it. the Engliſh Reformation hath nor perfeRly 
»f Feed our tic Rowen Leaven 3 which js one of 
xhdReaſons: thar have given ground- tothe com- 
woting of this Church. ro the Church of Lee- 
23 (te a5 being neicher hor nor coid, neither Po- 
ely hnor Retormed y but of x luke-warm temper 
zacigyixt the ewo : That it hath depraved the 
tipline of the Church, by conforming of it to. 
ivil Policy : That it hath added many *t 
ch Offices - bigher and lower . unto tho 
tured by the Son of God z which is as unlew- 
$ 10 rake away Offices warranted by the Di- 
Inttitvrion ; And other the like, which have 
ed f0+1: ro xpply this ſayingsro rhe Church of 
«nd . Multi ad perſeFhionem perventrent» 1 
fe pervemſe crederent 
a In my Anſwer to the ficſt of your Majefties.. 


| 


ut Arguments , wy 0 NEU of ſome. 'F 
C dns tO prove. thet a Biſhop and Prefbriers 
om and tbe ſame 1n Fx fiom which, - 


eceſſiry confequence 1 did infer the . 
z Therefore- > —_— in Scriprare th, -J 
en « Bilkup and a Pi eſb«rer 3, che one name © 
tying - Induftrum C4 Paftoralss , the 0- 
\ 

© | 


» Seprentie Marurizarem , {aich Beds And 


u NDERSONS 
, thes y where was your Church, your Re 
= ention» your Doftrine , before Lugher*s 
Ine pert of che common Anſwer is , that it 
the biginning jy and is to fe formd in 
r 


-p : The ſame \I affirm, of Preſbyrerian-( 
wwent : And for ingof this: the Ae 
& of Divines at nſter: have made i 
welt; that the Primitive £briflian Church 
* Feruſalem was governed : 
ſhew, T1. That the 


a from the diverfity of 

Believers. 2. That all theſe 
* under one Preſbyrterial Goy 
> were » for Government 1 


- 30. Which were Elders 
Church , and did meet together for As 
Government : And the Apoſtles thenſd 
"in that meeting, As 15. afted not as Apoftla 
Gur as Elders; ftating the queftion, debatin 
inthe ordinary way of diſputation ; and havin 
by ſearch of Scripture, found the will of God-th 
conclude » Is ſeemed good to the Holy Cha 
and »s: which in the judgement of the Jearned; 
be ſpoken by any Afﬀſembly, upon like 
& of Scripture. The like Preſbyterian Go# 
t had place in the Churches of Corint 
Bphe s: Theſalonica: &c- in the times of tt 
i tes , end after them , for many years » 
ze of the Preſbyrery was made Epiſcopus P 
even then, Communi Prefſbyreroruem Cone 
Gligs Ecclefie gubernabantir » lalith Ferome 


iſcopos mags confuttudine » quan Dis 
firtion Divine veruate » Preſozter's of 
11 & in Commune debere Eccleſton tt- 


- 5; Farbeir from owe _ wy bd thought 
| our Maj incend any Fallacy 
| NS humene » from Antiquiry. A 
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Conditio Operis; (o may we in-this ealg 
pnſider the diffcrenze berween Inten'io Argie 
rantis; & Conditio Argumenti, And | 
r Mijefty argues » that » bo Opinion: 
; ed rog 


» 2d ty 


= we will be for 


, , "_ & Panel Q 
InterPret ation of private Spirzts > whichT 
pmerary to the DoRrine of the Apoſtle Peres” 
{ will prove to be of dangerous conſequenceyE 
nbly offer to be conſidered by Your Majef 
ſome of chicf noce among the P «pris rhe 
have taught us That the Interpretation 
Seryptures » and the Spirits whence they pro= 
d. may becalled prrvare- in a threefold ſenſes 
Ratione Parſone > if the Interpreter be of @ 
ate condition. 2. Raettone Modi & Medily 
hen Perſons, alchough not privare, uſe not thes0 
vlick means which are ncceflary for 
t the Truth - but follo'y their own fancies. 
Ratione fn:.% » when the Interpretation is Bot 
Cope (ed as Authentical to bind others.but is in- 
mded onely for our own private ſatisfsRion. 
firſt is not to be deſpiſed; the ſecond is robe 
ploded, and is condemned by the Apoftle Pe- 
y , the third ought not to be cenſured : But that 
ry Interpretation which is Authencicsl, and of 
preme Authority, which even mans conſcience 
bound to yeild unto » is of an higher nature. 
(d-although cheGeneral Councel ſhould reſolve 
and the Content of the Fathers ſhould be had 
o it,yer there mutt alwayes be place left to the 
Locment of Diſcterions2s Daverant late Bilkop © 
«lirbuyy, beſide divers others, bach learnediy 
is appear in his Book, De Fatia Contre- * 
— ; Whcre alſo the Power of. Kings im. 
er of R=Zigion, is ſolidly and unvyartially de» 
mined. T wo words oncly 1 xdde ; on* is: that * 
fichitandirg a!! that is pretended ſtrom Anti 
airy» 3 Bilhop baving ſole power of Grdinitign 
| Juriſdi&ion , wilt never be found in Prue 
19%'tz. The other is that many of the Fa- , 
rs d1d > un victingly, bring forth chat Aut 
#. which was conceived in the riges of he * 
ditles > and cherefore Be incompetear Judges - 
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Air doth not the Preſbyter 
; & from the Biſhop. The E 
s were inferiour to the Apoſtles, yet | 
ir power, not from the Apoſtics, | 
iſt : The ſame 1 affirm of the Diſch - 
» who had their power immediately frow”F 
 , no lefle than the Apottics bad theirs. > 
2y upon berrer reaſon be averred; that the Bi- "© 
ps have cher youu from the Popes than that 
byrcers have their power from the Prelats. Ir is 
ferane ſaith, Quid facit, excepia ordinations 
ſcopus, quod non facit Prefbyterz, but in rtie 
lace he proves from qe that Epiſco« 
& Pr. yer are one che ſame , and <7 
X bees - » - | Ordineney HET 
bop: he ſpeaks of t egenerared cuſtom 
time. 2. Dedecralag Baptiſm, a privare per- 
may perform rhe cxremal Actions and KR 
h of ir and of the Euchariſt ; yer is neither of 
two a Sicrament, or hath any cHcacie, 
don: by bim that is lawfully called thereun- 3 
or by 8 perſon made pu #nd clothed with 
hority by Ordination. Ercour in the mat- 
pf Baptiſm» is begor by anocher Errour; of the 
eccffitie of Bapriſm. X 
at which hath been aid, concerning 
ies Oath, I ſhall adde norbing 3 not * 
ing to enter upon the Queſtion, of the 
of the Church ro che Civil Powers 
ther to or Parlizment, or both» and to. 
r of themy in their own place. Such an Head. 
as the Kings of E-gland have cliimed, and 
= 2 Supremacie as the Houſes of Parliament 
with Appeals from the ſupreme Ecclefialti. 
Judicature vo them as ſet over the Church, 
lame line of Subordination, 1 do utter - 0 
upon ſuch Reaſons 23 give my ſelf farisfa- ©; 
b alrhough no man ſhall be more willing te 
ng*Wit ro Civil Powers, each one in cheir own 
z and wore unwilling to make any trouble . 
- Lk Onely concerning the appli 
encrals of an Oath, to the particular = 
i dand ; under fayour} I conceive not bow - + 
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F Glergie of the cr fg qc is, 
to be principally intended, in your On bs; 
———_ ay were efteemed to be the Ki 
grencative Church, yet even char is for the be 
It of che Church Collective, $4{us Populi, beg 
Supremes Lex: and to be principally intend 
"Your Majettic knows it was ſo in the Church 
” Scotland , where the like Alteration was 
And. if nothing of this kind can be done wi 
” our the conſent of the Clergies what Reformath 
can be expected in France, or Speim or Re 
- Telf? It is nor to be expected, thar the Pope 
Prelare will conſent to cheir own ruin. 
+» $- I will not preſume v any ſecret knay 
ledge of the Opinions held Likes King y our Þ 
jefties Facher; of famous Memorie ; hey bet 
much better known to your Mijeſtie. I did offs 
oduce, whar was pref. ft by hi, before Q 
* World: And although Pczyers and Tears bet 
Arms of the Church; yet; it is ncicher accepts 
to God nor conducible for Kings and Priack 
to force the Church to put on theſe Arms: N 
could I eyer heir 8 Reaſon, why a necilary [ 
fenſive War again unjuft Violence is wal 
full, alrhough it be joyned with Off noe and 
valion which is pretended for Defence, but 
that Arms are layed down When the Off.nfy 
War ceaſcrh : by which ir doth appear, that? 
War oa the other fide> was in the nature there 
Defenſive. ; 
7. Concerning the forcing of Conſcit 
Which 1 prerermisred jn my other Paper, 1 
reed now, but withour forcing my Conſcient 
* tolTpeak of, Our Conſcience miy be ſaid tc 
forced ; cither by our ſelves, or by others 
our ſelves. 1. When we top the ear of our Ce 
ſcience. and will nat beark:n, or give p/ac? 
information , reſolving obftinartel”. Ne £ # 
Suaſeris perſuadebis , which isno l:(le than 8 
lifting of the holy Ghott, and the hardening 
our hkcares. 2. Or when we ftop the mouth i 
ſupprefſe rhe clamours of our (lonſienct, £ 


+: ſolving rather to ſuffer the Worm to gaaws an 
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t fire to burn inwardly, 'than to make pre 
an of that we are convinced to be Truth. g.@ 
when we ſexr our Gonſcience,8s with an hot. [rom 
that it becomerth (:nflefſe ; which is the puniſh» 
ent of the former : unto which is opp 
ruly render Conſcience , ſuch as F ac 
Kings 22-19. Agaitv 1. Our Conſci T' i 
p be forcec. by others , when they obtrude upc 
« what Is in it ſelf evil and unlawfull z which 
we «4d mir, again our own Conſcience, we fins. 
wo wayesz one is; by doing that which is in it 
f evil and unlawfall ; the other is, by doing it 
aintt a dictate of Conſcience, which is 2 con»: 


mpt of God » whoſe Vicegerent it is. 2- Or 
when others urge us to do that which is in it ſelf 
'0d or ay lawfully be done, but through Er- 

pur of Conſcience» we judge it to be eyil» and 
alawfull: in this caſe, if we do not that which: 
preft upon,us, we fin, becauſe the thing is good; 
id lawfull: And if we do it, we fin 3 becauſe; 
do againſt our Conſcience. W bich in this caſe 
inderh -- but obligeth not: And yer there is 8- 
ay to eſcape out of this labyrinth, ir being re-- 
gnant to the <quitie of the will of God ro lays 
eceiÞtie of finning upon any man : the onely 
ay is, to lay afide fuch a Conicience 5 it being #7 

rt of the Old man : Which we are comm 
fo put off ; otherwiſe, we bring ſufficiently in» 
med and yer cleaving to our old Errour, We 
ther do violence to our Conſcience our (elves 
d ſuffer violence from oth:rs. The Appiicati- 
Foy Anſwering the Zuere, 1 leave to yourr 
Kinie, < 
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FT were arrogance, beſi4esloffe of time,in Me# 
- Eto vie preambles with you y Por: it is mrurth 1 
eeln- neither prazſe, nor vittorre 5 wherefore 
F hill onely infict upon thoſe things whichars' 
meerlynecefſary ro mine own ſarisfution ; inn | 
to which, I defired the «fiftarceof ſome Dj AP. 
z Whereupor I will i-fi& nofurcher,. ye he 
onely £5 wiſh, char you mey nor'(as 1 have know” 
mwnaymen do) /oft time by being mittzken in by 
way to ſeve i'>wherein T have onely ſought ro dif 
burden my fetf, but to lay no blame upon youſ ; 
amd fo I leve it. 
* Nor will T ſay more of the ſecond cthan-of 
"this; that 1 am For frm hve ſo well approved'af F 
wt IT live ſaid concerning my Education and Bev 
$ bur then remember, that another mats 
wit is at leaft. as weak 2 ground» to build wy 
"Faith upon» as my former E ducation- 
+ 3: In this threre are rwo points , Firft+ concern. 
the Reforming Power, thin ancm' che Emy/ifih 
eformation ; For the firſt, I confefſe you now Jt 
Ipeak clearly. which before you did but darkly Yt! 
+ mention, wherein 1 (hall mainly diff.c with you #T 
untill you ſhall ſbew me better reaſon : yer thus WL 
-Far T will go along with you, that whena General Fi 
Councel cannot be had: ſeveral Kingdoms my ro 
form themſelves, (which is l-arnedly and fully 
pooch by the late Archi:ſhop of Canterbury in F. 
's Sputation again & Fiſher) bur + that the inf» 
ou ag: frets orPeople (fake it which wa q 
Will) ave this Powvr, Luccerly deny 3 For whicty tia 


Mohd Bapih. 
y favour , you have nde no 
Prbch wm judgement : Indeed; if 


2 nave t or can bring Authorir 


» for rhis opinion» I would antl will- yet, Wi 

M feverence ſubmit ; but- as for your mths 
I & of the 01d Trftament; in my mind, thity they 
Sake for, chan 2g1inft mes all choſe Reformation 

5 madeby Kings; and it is a r | 

cugh 1 will nor (ay convincing) 

if God would have - pb ghd} | | 
farming wey, there were*Kings of Fude oe G 
i ſufficiently negligent and i11 to have made fuc 
#rawples by ; bur _ contrary, the 16. Chis 
of Xonbers ſhews cleatly, bow God diſepproy 
of ſuch courſcs : but I forger, this Afertion is 
"Hb proved by you ; yerT may put you in the y 
T wherefore let me crll you; hat chis' prete 


4 Poeverin the P: ople, muſt (45 a1l others) cither 


firefly» or clſc declaratorily by approbatrion; 
; God 4 which, how ſoon you can dos» T 
bait 3 Otherwiſe: you prove nothing : For the 
King of private mens Opinions (more than by l4 
Feonturre with the geneyal confent of the Church 
dr crime) weighs lictle with me; it being rod; 
Known, that Rebels never wanted Wrirers ty 
Mme their ut juſt At.ons; and though I muc 
rerence Biſhop Fewels memorie; T never thought 
dim 1nfalib'e , for Bilſon 1 remember well what 
opinion the Xing my Father bad of bim for thoſh 
Opinions: and bow hc thewed him ſome favouts 
IM hope of his R-cant4;ions 28 his good nat 
mate him do many things of that kind ) but wh 
her he did; or not, I cannot fay : Toconncl * 
hls point, uncill you ſhall prove this Py ftjon by? 
Fibe ord of God, (a8 1 will Regal Yurborrtie\ Kt; 
oY Tall rbink 211 Popular Reformation littlt betta! 
tim Rebet/ibns ;, for , I hold that no Anuthoritit 
wfull bat that which is either directly given 
Hlexſt. /pproved by God. 2. Concernin 
Engli/h Reformation, rhe firſt Reaſon you F 
why . Eliſ«þtth did not finifh it. is- þ cauſe 1s 
Book not away Epiſcopacys the blurs 7608 
#24nftx hith Ooutroments you'liy,” 7 ; v- 


Ns M AFESTIES 


Site of 3-now I thought it was ſufficient notice, Þ 


; and anſwer too, when I told you, A negative 


s I conceived) could not be prozed and thatit ? 


for me to prove the afimatroe ; whi 

I tither d0,or yield the Argument- *8 ſoon 8 

: ſhall be affifted with Books or ſuch Men of m 
bpinion who, like you; have a Libratie in t 


vin :- And ſo I mutt leave thi7 particular, untill” 


'F be furniſhed with wears to yu it to an iſwe3 
which had been ſooner done, if I could have had 


ay will : Indeed, your ſecond well proved, ing 


moſt ſufficient, which is, that che Engliſh Chmech- 
Cover, ment is Not builded upon the Foundat 101 of 


{nll and the Apoſtles; bur I conceive your pro» -- 


on of this, doubly defeRtive z for firſt, albeit - 
our Archbiſhops and Biſhops ſhould have profel- 


ſed Church gourrurnen; to be mutable and ambuld- | 


8org2 I conceive it not ſufficient ro prove your Af 
ion : and ſecondly, I am confident you cannot 
that moſt of them maintained this walking; 
poſicion: (for ſome particulars muſt nor conclude? 
the genera?) for which you wuſt find much berter* 
Arguments than their being content with the Con=+ 
Pitution of the Church: 3nd the authorigy and mw- 1 
:Rificence of Prinees, or you will fall extremely. 
: As for the retaining of the Roman leveny; 
ou muſt prove it» as well as ſay jr, elſe you ſays 
Merle : But that the conforming of the Chureb- 
c:plineto the Civil policyſhould bes depraving 


'of it} I abſolutely deny ; for I aver, that withouts 


Its tbe Charch can neither flouriſh; nor be happr : 
. for your laſt inftance, you ſhall do well to 


Few the prohibition of our Sa:107 againſt addi.) 
Slon of more Officers in the Cherch thin he named v4 


and yet in one ſenſe I do not conceive that the 
Church of England buth added any , for, an 
«Archbiſhop is onely 3 diftinion for Order of Ge 
.: ; » nota new 0 ffieer, 3nd ſo of the reſts: 
"and of this kind, 1 believe there are divers 

In Stcotlands which you will not condemn, as t 
<Moderatours of Aſc mblies. *nd others. | 
© 4- Where you find a Biſh.p, and Preſoter in 
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ripture, 80 be one and the ſame (which 1 deny.) 
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Third Pape. " 
to be alwayes ſo) it is inthe Aroftles rienez 1 
I think to prove the Order of 2B ſhops ſuccer 
that of the Apoſtles, and that the name was 
ly alcered, in reverence to thoſe who were 
| #5 diatly choſen by our Saviour, (albeitin theif 
wed they cauſed divers to be called ſo, as 'B 
*& 2nd others) ſo that; 1 believe, thar this Arguwe 
Kill makes little for you : As for your proof of toy 
ue 3 Antiquitie of Pfreſbyrerien Government it is wel 
hed i that the Agembly of Divines at Weſtminſier can 
| IE do more than Exſeb;/u could: and I thall beli 
'ch- & when 1 ſee it ; for, your former Paper «firms, 8 
1 of 'Þ rhoſe Times were very dark for mter of faſt 
To - and will be ſo Rill for me, if there be no cleare® 
veſt F Arguments to prove it, than rhoſe you mention 
fel-oF for, becauſe there were divers Congregations in F 
us- & ruſalem; ergo, whet ? Are there not divers P arufth+ 
Aſe & e: in one Dioceſſ« ? (your rwo firſt I anſwer but 
not oF one Argument ) and becauſe the Apoſtles mer wi 
ting zhoſe of 1he inferiour Orders, for Afts of Gov 
went ; what then? cven fo in the Times do 
Deans and Chaptrrr> and many times thoſe of 
| $nferiour Clergy aflitt the B ſhopsz, bur I hope yc 
will not preicnd te fay, that there wes an equal 
tie between the Apoſtlis and oth y Prifbyr 
which not being doth (in my judgement) quis 
invalidate thiſe Argumeurs : And if you can 
no more for the Chwrches of Corinth; Epheſa 
Theſſalonice Cc. than you bave for Fer+ſal 
"Wilt g2in no ground on we z As for $. Ferome. 
is well known that he was ng great Frienad't 
Biſhops as being none himſelf, yer rake him a 
uher: and you will find that be mikes @ 
iftintion berween a Biſhop and a Pr ſbzters 
your ſelf conteſics 3 but the cruth is» his was a 
gry with thoſe who maintained Deacons to 
equal ro Pre ſbyrers. 
s. I amwcll ſatisfied with the explanation © 
. your meaning concerning the word Fela-3,hougl 
I thiak to have had reaton for ſaying what I c 
Bur by your favour, I do not conceive that y< 
bave anſwerd the firengh of my Argument 
when you and 1 differ upon the mt 
& CR Ts. 


Hs MAFBSYIZES 


ww of Scyipture, and I appeal to the prafice of 

Promutewe Churchy and the aniverſal ronſent * 

Fathers, to be judge burween usme thinks 

d either find a Grt:r, or ſubmir $0 what 

Tz neicher of which (ro wy underftanding) 

haveyct done; not have you ſhewn hows 

ing thoſe Judges I »ppcal unto, the wiſchich 

f che interpretation by prevate fþirits, can be pre+ 

nred. Indeed, if I cannot prove by an iquityy 

t Orarnation and Furiſaiftion belongs to Bi- © 

s (thereby clearly diftinguitting them from 

r Pr. ſbzters) 1 ſhall then begin to miſdoubr 

ny of wy former foundations; (483 for Biſhop 

Dewernafr, be is none of thoſe, to whom I have 

pealeds or will ſubmit unto) but for the cxcep+ 

you rake to Fathers, I rake it to be 2 

ng #f the Zauiftionz as likewiſe thole great 1 

coveries of ſecrets, not known to former Agess y 

hall call new inverted fanſier untill pariculvly i * 
{bail provethe c@ntrarys and for your Rev: | 0 


———— rs 2M) ry z 


Authours, it is no great wonder for them to , * 
& ſhifrs wher: by to maintiin Novelties as well * pr 
The P Titans: As for Church- ambition, It doth "Þ © 
vt at allrerminate, in ſceking to be Pope 3 fors Þ |' 
fke ir to be no point of humilitic to endeavour -Þþ © 
d be independent of Kingy it being poſſible, that bo 
Papacy in 4 multitude wniy be as dangerous 88 


0 0c. 

© 6- As Tamno Judge over the Reformed Church- "| ©* 
; Jo neither do [ cenſure them, for many chings F _ 
be avowable upon nec ff. y, which orb» | 


yes are wlawfull 3 but know: once for all thit p 
eftzem nothing the berter becauſe ir is done by F 
vck 8 particular Church, (theugh it were by the | 

& of England, which 1 avow moſt to reve- Y 


Race) but 1 eftrem ther Chrrch mot, which comes | 
Patcft ro the purity of the priwitive Poftrine ard 
uſviplire» 23 | believe this doth : Now concern- a 

ng Ordavetion, 1 bad you prove that Preſoyreys 

Khout a "Biſhop wight lawfully ordaim> which | C 

[ conceive you bave not dene; For) 2 TwW. 

isis evident that $. Paw! was art Tymothier 

Wien ; And glbcir that all che ſeunrty Dial 
= ; 


— 


Yhird Pupey. .* 


their power immediarly from (45ft, yet It 
evid nt thir our Srviour wade « cleat diffinitic 


of 
18 
= berween the twelve Apoſtits and therefſt of thy 
;) Diſciples, which is ſe: down by three of & 
R Evangelifts, wheteof Sanit Mark calls it an Of 
f, WH cinaron Mark 3.15. and S . Luke ſiyers And 
_ them he choſe T wel-ye,%c. Luke 6 14. onely S. Ma 
” thew doth bu: barely enumerare them BY ds 
;. oF name of diftinftion, Marth.10 1.1 ſuppo our < 
_= modeftic, himſelf being one, and the other 
be being none are more particular : For the «dt 
" ftration of Baptiſm, giving but not not granrim 
'e what you (ay, it m3kes more for me than you: þ 
pe I will not engage upon new queſtions, not ne 
2 WW fa'y for my purpoſe. 0 
at 7. For my 04th, you do well not to enter upol 
yy thoſe | py ns you mention z and you had dorr 
iy <Þ} 25 wel to have omitted your inſtance ; but, ow 
o.. & of diſcretion, 1 defire you to colleft your Aaſwe 
o & out of the laft SeRion : and for your Argumen 
+ IF though the intenrion of my Oath be for che 6c df 
th & of the Church coleive, therefore can T be dilpe 
ts # {<4 withsl!-by others than the nveſenaartve 2 K 
ar d? Certainly,ho more than the People can diſpaati 
at with me for any Oaths I took in their fayours 
ws without thetwo Houſes of P arliament ; as for 
ture Reformarions. 1 will onely tcl! youy that 7 
þ. 7 cormmodium non foluit Argumen:wn. 
gs $. For the Xing my Fathers opinion. if fr we 
» & not to ſpend time (as 1 believe) needlefſly, 1 cou 
prove by living and written teſtimonies, all, ang 
wy {| more than 1 have (4id of hims for hi« perſwallt 
in theſe points which I now maintain 4 and” 
y your Difenfive W ar, as 1 do xcknowledgel 
es | reat fin for any Xing to opprf the Churchy (0; 
u 


—— 


old it ablolucely unlawfull 10r S«bje Ffs (upge 
any pretence whatſoever) to mak. YY ar (chouz 
defenfour) 1gainkt their lawfal Sovereign ; agair 
-h which no lefſe proofs will make me yeild t 
Gods Word , oY royol tell you, that upon ſuck 
points as theſes inflanc's, as well as cofaparyiſen 
' Bree 841016. ; _— 
9- Laitly, you miſtake the Z«ere in wy fitft Pa 


-- 
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t which this pretends to anſwer ; for my 
tion was not concerning force of Arguments - 
I never doubr:d the lawtfulncife of it) but 
Arms to which, I conceive. it {ayes lictle 
no ng ualefle. (after wy (x 1mplc) you refer 
be £0 che former Scftions that which it dothy is 
weerly the asking of the Lurhtion, after 2 fine 
courſe of the ſeveral ways of perſwading rather 
In fororg of conſcience : 1 cloic up this Papers 
ag you t6 take notice» that there is nene of 
tons, bur I cou!d have enlarged to many 
lines, ſome to whole pages ; yet I choſe to 
& thus brief, knowing you will underitand more 
dy a word chan others by a long diſcourle , truit- 
likewiſe eo your ingenuitie, chat reaſon epito- 
_— weigh as much with you as if it were 


- (. R. 
June 22.1646. 


FOR _ 
HIS'MATJESTIE, 
oncean:ug the authority of the 
» Fathers, and prattice of the 
Church. 7#ly 2. 1646. 


MF. AL HENDERKRS ONS 
Third Paper. 


Aving in wy former Papers preſſed the fteps | 
of your Majefties Propofirions, and finding | 
your M ijeitics laft Pap:r, Controverſies to be 
tipliz4 (T believe) beyond your Maj-tties in- 
ntions in the beginning; As concerning the 
forming Powey: The R: formation of the Charch + 

England ; The difference betwixt a Biſhop and 
> The warrants of Preſbyterian Govern- 
| ' ww. 


. 


Third Papty- 


my FL ment; The Anthoricy of Interpreting . 

ts - | rire , The tching and keeping of Publ 
we Oath; The forcing of Pour tonDth and mg- 
tle ny other iriferiour and ſubordinate queſtion) 


fer which are Branches of choſe main Controverſies 
us All which in a ſatisfaory manner to determin in\ 
ne few words , I leave to more preſuming Spirit 
1er who ecicher ſee no knors of Difficulties, or cat 
er; # find a way rather to cur them aſunder - than 
of unlooſe chem : yer will Inor uſe any Tergi 
ny ſationz nor do [ decline to offzr my humble QC Pl- 
to nion with the Rexſons thereof, in che own © 
me Þ concerning each of chem ; which in obedience « 
as your Mijeftics command, I have begun to do 
$0- rezdy. Onely Sir - by your Majetties favou 
re permiſſion , for che greater <xpedicions and that 
che preſent v-.lieutions may be broughe to 
. ifTue » I am bold toentreat that the Method 
be a lirtle alcered » and L may have leave nc 
to begin at a Principle and chat which ſhou 
| have been» ter Precognite ; I mean the R 
' by which were to proceed, and to determin © 
preſent Controvetſie of Church policy z wi 
which we will be led into a labyriath, and 
thred to wind us out again. In your Mit 
To firft Paper » che wniverſal cuftom of the P 
witive Church , is conceived to be the Rule. 
the ſecond Paper» SeRion the 5. The preffiſe 
the Primitive Church » and the wniuerſal can 
ſent of the Fathers is made. a convincin 
_ ment , when the [ncerpretetion of Scyiptire | 
S doubrfull : [n your third Paper, Set. 5. the pn 
Aice of the Primitive Church , and the wn 
ſal conſers of the Fathers, is made Judges 1 
I know » that nothing is more ordinary-in £t 
8 quettion, than to all.dge Antiqu'ty perperual 
g eeſ1i09 wntverſal Conſent of the Fathers » and" 
wniverſal prattiſe of the Primitus Church » | 
; cording ro the Rule of Auzuftize + 2 12d 1 
fa tenet Eqclefia +» nic a Confilis inflicutun » 
Semper retentum eft- non me Authoritace 
ftolica, traqitum reft;ſ1ime credicur. There is 
this Argument at the firk view » ſo auch apy 


4 
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KM. HENDERSON 
» Char jr my much work upon 8 
z; yet being well exzmined and right« / 
eighed,ir will be found to be of no great 
z for befide that the minor will never be” 
good in the behalf of a Dioceſan Biſbopy 
4 ſole power of Ordination »nd Jail 
t chere bring a multicude of Fathers , who 
n that Bi/Bop and Prezbyrry ave of one and 
Ovder 3 1 ſhall humbly offer ſome few 
miiderations about the major , becauſe it hart 
Reb an Infer to many dangerous Errournand hath 
vcd « mighty hinderance and obfirution to 
befc tion of Religion. | 
++. Firft, 1 deſire jc may be conſidered 5 thee 
tiles ſorne make two Rules for defining Contro- 
Mes the word of God and antiquity, (which 
will have to be received with equal veners- 
) of » us che Papiſts call them  Canonitel 
Donny > #4 Catholical Tradition; and 64 
y make Scyipture to be the onely Rx/e, 3hd- 
quit) the turbentick Prieyprecer; ciie lacrer 
ewo ſcems to me to be the greater errour t | 
ferbe firſt ſerrerh up a parallel, in the ſame Et 
gree With Scriprurez but this would creare & co 
vr. t a higher degree above Scriprure : jr 
the ;2/erprer acion of the Fathers f41l be the 
JoT » and accourited the very Caufe and Ren - 
| for which we conceive and believe ſuch a 
ce of Scripture to bave ſuch a ſence,and thus 
I have Dominionover our Faith, againſt 
.1:34.Our faith ſhall Rand ia the wildom of 
ad notin the power of Gods 1 Cor.2:5. and 
ipcure ſhall be of private interpretation 3 For 
Propheſic came not of o1d by the will of many 
lr. 1-20-22. Nift homim Dews placurſts Deus 
; Homo jam Dro propitins ofſe dehebir: laith | 
ian- 
Tha: Scripture cannot be Authentically in- 
wreted but by Scripture, is manifeſt from Scri- 
fe: The Leyites gave the ſenſe of the Law 
pcher means, bur by gre it ſelf, New 
eSavidur for cxample to us , gave the true 
of Scriptute , againſt the deprayactons of 
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Third Paget» 
Satan» by comparing Scri with $e 
-pi not by all:aging any Teftimonies aut of 
Raibbinss Mats. 4 the Apotiles » in the 
Epittles uſed n4 other help, but the diligent ena; 
aring of P. aphergical writings z3 like as che As 
p le Peter, will have us to compare the cf 
ght of the Apottles» with the more obſcure ligh@ 
gt che Prophecs, 2. Pes-1.19 And when we bet 
aur elves to the Fathers, wEthave nerd to rake 
d, that, with the Papifts; we accufe not rhe 
Scriptures of ob (cyrity or imprr feRion. - 4 
3+ The Fathers themſelves (a5 they are cited þ 
Proteſtant Writers) hold this Concluſion» th 
$criprur- is not to be interpretedbur by Scripmu 
t ſelf: To this purpoſe, among many other Te 
ſtimonies » they bring the ſaying of Yertulli4 
wget weritan ipſa Seriptures tas  mrewpres 
9 Conſuctudes neon novit » nem | neſcet » 
efes : if it knew Scriprure + it would be alhaa 
of ir ſelf, ceaſe to be any more. * of 
4- Tit ſome Errour:s have been received, 
| continued for a long time + in the Church : 
Errour of Free wil! beginning at Fuftin 
continued rill the time of R:formation, viche 
jt was rejected by Auguftines as the Prom 
Right of Epiſcopacy was oppoſed by others. 
.Errour abour the Viſion of @ d That the Spxi 
of the Saints depeyted> ſer not he face of God 
gl the Fudgenent of the Gytar Day, was 
by univerſal Conſent : the ſame may be Caid 
the errour of the Millenaryes » snd, which mai 
nearly touchech upon the preſent quettion » £ 
Ancients erred grofly about the Mntichr; $a 
| Myftiry of Iniquity » which did begin to we 
in the dayes of che Apoſtles. Many other 8 
| ſtances might be brought ro prove the 
| prefiice of the Church. us were not warranced 
the Apoſtles» as in the Rircs of Baptiſm 
Prayer z and the f vp and drawing 
gether of che Articles of that Creed that is c 
Symebo!wes Apoſtoticum -» the obſeryvion 
many Feaſts and Fats both Antycrfary 
wW p Y 
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*$. That it is not a marrer ſo incredible, or im- 
poſſible as fome would have it appear to be) for 
Primitive Church to have made 8 ſudden de- 
#&Rion from the Apottolical purity : The people 
bf 1/rarh inthe ſhort time of Moſes his abſ 
Sathe Mount, ruined «fide quickly , and fell i 
prrible 1dolatry, Exod. 32. ſoon after the death 
df Joſnah, and the Elders that had ſeen the great 
forks, which the Lord had done for 1ſraet. there 
aroſe another Generation after them , which did” 
tvil in the fight of the Lord , Fadg. 2 & 7. ſoon 
after the building of the Temple, and ſerling of 
Religion by David 2nd Solomon » the worſhip of 
God was defiled with Idolatry : when Rehboboans - 
d eftabliſhed the Kingdomhe forſook the Law 
the Lord , and all Iſrael with him. 2 Chron- 
t. And the Apoftle ſayes tro the Galatiensz 
- I. 6. I marvel that you ave ſo ſoon removed 
anorbiy Goſpel : why then ſhali wethink it 
ranges that in the matrer of Diſciplige - there 
wuld be 2 ſudden defeRtion + eſpecialMir being 
wn in the rime of the Apoſtles 2 1 know iris & 
Opinion, but I believe there be no ftron 
eaſons for it, that the Church which was neare 
ve times of the Apoſtles was the moit pure and 


© 6. Thatit is impofſible to come to the knows. 
tdgc of the Univerſal Conſenr and PraAice of * 
hi tive Church : for many of the Fathers 
are nothing at all > many of their writings are 
rilbed, (ir may be that both of rheſc have difſen- 
zd from the rett )many of the Writings which we 
under their nawes are ſuppoſititius,and coun-, 
it; eſpecially about Epiſcopacy which wavthe * 
Bundarion of Papal Primacy : The Rule of Au- 
fine afore-mentioned doth too much favour \ 
Traditions, and is not to be admitted > without 
jons and «x-eptions. 
+ Many the like Conſiderations may be added, | 
theſe may be ſufficithe ro prove, that the une- 
Dus oftbe Fathers + and the univer- * 
praftice of the Primitive Church , is no (ure 
i of Auchcacical interpretation of py 


N- 


Third Þ aper. Ks... 
ture. T remember of a grave Divine in Seatland, 


»e& {| wuch honoured by ag ants of naney 0 


moryz who did often profeſſe that he d 
zore of one Page of Fobn Calvin » then of 
thole Treatiſe of Auguſtine:nor can there be any 
1 { reaſon » {many there be againſt ir) why che 
Ancients be ſo far preferred to the Mo- 
dern DoRours of the Reformed Churches-2nd the 
one in 2 manner Deified, and the other vilifiedz 
is but a poor Reaſon that ſome give; Fami mio. 
airix ſenioris £vi » and is abundantly anſwered 
dy the Apologift for Divine Providence. If your”: 


Þ M3jefty be fill unſarisfied Concerning the 


know not to what purpoſe I ſhould proceed 
trouble your Majeſty any more. 
News=caſile, 
July 271646. 
* 
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| FOR | 
fr. AL.HENDERSON, Sk 
Inly3. 1646. # 
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HIS MAJESTIES| 


Z Fourth Paper. 


'Shal willingly follow the wrebod you 
have += i eg third Paper , bur' I do 
tonceiverhat My laft Paper mu'tiplies more 

mcroverfies than my firſt gave occalion for s ; 

ag been ſo far from augmenting the Heads of 
CDiſputarion , that I have omitted rhe anſwers, 
many things in both your Papers, expreſly to® 
raiſing- of new and needlefſe” Whreftzons 3. 
aring to have only ſo many debar:d,as are fim- 
wee: ary to ſhew, wherher. or not, 7 my with 

Jafe conſcience give-way to the alteration of 
Woh Government in England z and indced I 
"yery well , to begin with the ſerling of 1he 

we ,' by which we are to procerd and dercrmin 
preſent Conmroverfie: ro which purpoſe (28 1 

ncetve) my third” P ſhews you an cc [4 

ay ; for there »- T offer you 7 Fudge between us * 
dire you to «gay — 50 a 
Igement , you not yer done , ( though - 
wm have ſought to invalidate Mine ) For vs 
uw underftand ro have offered the Scriptures 

ugh ro rin. ſhatl- pey more reverence,” nor | 
pmit more humbly to it» thin mw ſelf ; þ 

t-we muſt find ſome rule to judge berwixg 
» When you and I differ upon the interpre- 
henofithe ſelf. ſame Text, or it can never | 
ein dar quettions , as for example, I lay -/ 
ſapply that of 2. Corinthians 1. 244 Þ. 
me” ( let orhers anſwer for rbewſelves) for By & 
W BG I make ophtr mn ts have dom? 


"E 


His M AfFESTIBOP oth Papty. 
ion ever my Faich » when'T make chem « 
to approve myrtaſon 3 nor do I conceive 
dw » 1 Corimrinans 2. 5. can be to © 
zrpoſe 3 For there Saint Paul y ſhews th 
liffercnce berween Divine and Hunan ' 
mce > making no mention of any kind of iu-" 
jr er 4t10n throughout the whole Chapter, as: 
d.cd Saint Perey does, 2 Petey 1. 20. which- 
conceive makes for me; for, ſince that no 
Propheſte of Scripture is of any private 1Rrerpre-” 
on43 Vick, I infer » that Scripenye is wo be 
trprexed 3 for elſe , the Apoſtle would have 
mitted the word Private: Secondly , that at 
| the conſent of many learried Divines is 
Tary » and (o « fortiore, that of the | 
ek Church» orght to be ih autbentich Frudve 
hen nen differ : And po 4 Argume 
zuſe (AMatth. 4. 45 77 19. ) Scripture ist 
1terpreted by it ſelf.y} therefore thier all of 
wee” pretarions are unlawful > cerrainly you cans 
ve chink#:- Thus beving. hewed you thar 1 
fer ; *bout the weaning of the Scripture + ant 
like tro do (o: certainly there co be 
his » as will as other s © Rats ors 
gY l 


G 


Fudge between us, to d 

or z at les ft, ro mrke our 2nd od 

ments Relevant : therefore evading.,. for thi 

times to Anſwer your 6 Confide ati nor ] 

afſure- you for the difficuley of them» J| F 
*Fftarring of new queſtions) I defirt 

ro ſhew- me & better > than whine] have ortcres 


E, r 


New=-caſile, 
Fuly 3-1645." 


== FOR 

FALEX-HENDERSON, 
> A particular Anſwer to | 
gNMEALHENDERSONS, 
bf. Iuly 3,16.” 1646. 7 


HIS MAJESTIESY 
* Fifth Paper. 


SISPU you ſb3ll find out a frter way to decidsi 
Difference in Opinion concerning Inter-. 


* 


Wane7 of Seripracre than the Conſent of the F 

wy 5 the” mnjuerſal - Prafflice of the Prins 
FUbrch , I cannot but pefle you my Judges 
avenc thoſe 6 Ed#fiderarions, whith you of 


6 - to inv dſe Authorities , that I {@' 
Lypu Sention ewo Rules for des 
of Co and ſcek a moft old way to 
aſe them, RPRnt: For you alledge thet 
Pe 19 ore 4 them, than I believe you 
=—_ by the Conſent of moft learned men 
ner pg no queſtion , but there - ar al- 
ce oe fattering Foofs that can commend 
t with bvperbalick expreflions) and) 
ur ſuppofiio quolibet ſcquitut quid 
nd you think » rhat aibeir ſome ig- 

? dlows, ould attribute more power to 
womens > than is really dye unto them » that Þ 
eby rbeir juſr reverence and authority is dis, 
ded > So I ſee no reaſon why I may not ſafe- 

vin that the In;mprezation of Fathers is 2 


of LICL [4 oO lons hou 
ber Douls ator Cs Cafe end eaſel 
un ; 


L Ax the þo bo queſion bur thir Scripta 
"i arts of ir ſelf, ſo-1 ſee no» 


Ld 


His M AF EST. Fifth Papthe 
thing in this, negatively proved y to exc 
other» notwirhſcanding your tive F 

3 Nor in the next; for I you will 


be the firſt to condemn! your ſelf, me, and i 
merable Orherg,who yet unblamably have not 
ed themſelves to this Rule. 
4. If in this youonely intend to e » 26nd 
E rrours were alwaics breeding in the Church, ls 
not deny its yer _ RON —_—_— 
£0 gour purpoſe 3 bur if your men » te. #E- 
fcule the Univerſal Praftice of the Chareb wil 
Erromr: 1 muſt ſay it is « very bold undertaking 
and, (if you cannot juftific your ſelf by clear 
es in. Scripture) much to be blamed) wherein. ye 
malt not alledge , that to be univerGlly rec 
hich was nor,2s I dare fry- ther the Conmewunr 
about Free wills was never yer decided; by Of 
eumtnical , or General Comncely, nor mu it youre 
ſum- to call that anErrow: which really a. »N 
hick Church maintvined (38 in Rites of 
Forms of Prayer, Obſervanion »f Feaſts. F 
except you can prove it fo by hy Word of 
and it is not enough to ſay, that ſuch a thing! 
not warranted by the Apoſt{es, but 'U 
prove by their Doftrine: thy ſuch a thing”y 
wilax>full , of clic thee Pretiice of the Ciic 4 
warrant euaugh for me to follow and obey 
Cuftoms whatſoever it be and think it goods 
+ ſhall believe thar the Apoſtles Creed wis m le! 
them. (ſuch Reverence I bear ro the Churem 
Tradi:ton)untill other Authors be certainlyte 
Our. : 
5. I was taught that de poſſe ad efr wil 
ood Argument ; and ind ro me it 19 if 
ley that 3ny exftom of the Catbulrck C 
erroneous which w3s not contridifteds'© 
dox, learncd inns In the times of :heir 


-_ 


Rice: 45 is eaſily p-reeived that all choſe Dejan 

07s 9.1. (ome of then may be juſtly calle@'s 

bellions , vbich you mention. -« _ 36 
6. I deny ir is i9/oſuble; (though Tonk 

«1f font: to come to ris kn 


of the” 
werſal Conſers> and Praice , # 7 


A 


» and pofſtibly 
G_ BEG he ala 
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